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Separate pajrlng given to this Part In order that It may be filed 
as a separate compilation. 


RTO n — Not 3 — RqNOT (11) 

PART II — Section 3 — Sub-section (li) 

(TNT R5TTNIT Nt -qtlNT) RTTW OTNTT ONWOf ^(X (OO OT JTNiOR Nt T?tf*T!T) 
«i??Tftqf snfNNTRf jTTT iTrrV fi:-? ifO fofsT? w,R5i iftT wfogwr^ 

Statutory orders and notiflcation&'issued by tbe Ministries of the Govern- 
ment of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Central 
Authorities (other than the Administration of Union Territories). 


MINISTRY or SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT 
(Transport Wing) 

(Merchant Shipping) 

New Delhi, the 10th June. 1971 

S.O, 2S00.— In pur=;Ucnce of rule 5 cC the Indian Merchant Shipping 
seamen’s Employment Office, Calcutta) Rules. 1054, the Central Government 
heicbv appoints Shri vS. Puri as a mc' ihe the Seamen’s Employment Board 
(Foreign-going) at toe port ol Cali ttp represent the Shipowners for the 
remaining term of office of Shri P I D Bf .y. resigned and makes the following 
amendment in the notif cation of the Cover nenf of India in the Ministry of 
bliippmg and Transport ('T'rnnsport Wing) S O No 2027, dated the 28th May 1970 
namely — ji. 

In the said notification, in Serial No 8, lor the entry ‘P.I.D. Barty’ the entry 
S Purl’ shall be substituted 
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[15-MT(2)/e9,] 
HAHBANS SINGH, Dy. Secy. 
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fT-TT JT^TT^TO' 

(Tfr^T^q^) 

^ fTwfV, 10 1971 

(^qpiRqpRf?:^) 

?To *fto 2!S()0 — ^RFfyJT iiTTTn: TtrTTfTTI^ (sTlf^ 

1954, % 5 % ^ >5ft q^io ttV 

T>nTTf^4Tlf % % ^q- ^ Tto ?nto ^o c^rum ^ f^qr t, qft 5k 

'Tmftr % T?Tq- qr ^5 rt LkriTTT ^'rs (kTf'q’mft) fw>Rr qrkt ^ 

«fh: WTCT ^RqnR % ^ qfk^ (qfTq^n qefr) qrV ?rf8rg^ g'o 

2027, fcnqr 28 irf 1970 fqrqfqrf^^ ^rOTttjq afRcft, t ?r«T?ci : — 

icrfkg;'^^ ^ •pq' g ^ srfqfe: ifto Jiif o it" ^ 7 ^ % rtr sffirfk 

''iTTFo 5<t’' q’f^sTifqrr ^ ^mrk i 

[15-tTJTfr (2)/69T 


>1IN1STRY OF RAILWAYS 
(Railway Board) 

New Delhi, the ^thjune 1971 

S. O 1501 — In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to Article 309 of 
the Constitution the President hereby makes the following rules further to amend the Railway 
Servants (Discipline end Appeal) Rules, 1968, namely : — 

1. (i) These rules may be called the Railway Servants (Discipline and Appeal) Second 

Amendment Rules, 1971. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publication in the Official Gazette. 

2. In Schedule III to the Railway Servants (Discipline and Appeal) Rules, 1968, — 

(i) in column three, against item Nos. t and 2 for the expression ‘General Managers and; 
Director General, R.D.S.O. the following expression shall be substituted, namely 

“General Managers, Director General, R.D.S-O. and Chief Administrative Officers . 

(ii) afteritemNo, 2, thcfollovving item shall be inserted, namely : — 


“Item 

No, 

Class of Railway 
Servents 

Authority empowered to place a railway servant 
under suspension or to impose penalties and 
its nature 

Appellate 

authority 

3 - 

Railway Servants not 
classified either as 
Class I or Class II, 
•oix. Temporary 
Assistant Officers. 

Prsesident — Full powers 

Railway Board — Full Powers 

General Managers, Suspension and the 

Director General RDSO penalties specified in 

Presiden t, 

R ailway 
Board. 


and Chief Administra- clauses (i), (iii) and 
live Officers (iv) of sub-rule (i) 

of rule 6. 


[No. E (D & A) 70 RG 6-63] 

C. S. PARAMESWARAN, 

Secy. Railway Borrd & officiating Jt. secy. Govt, of Inhia^ 
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Hermit 

JT'I 9 19 7 1 

qg-o 5Cfto 2 50 1. — ^ ?FT’B#^ 309 % JTTI ^ SHIFT 

I'q, TFSJTf^^Sm ^ ?R*F (?FJ?mpT 5flT HTV^) 1 9 6 8 F TTHT 

% firq SRFT f, :— 

’ ( 1 ) IT fFiUT, ^ {?F|5rHnT si'iT irfFr) fjHFr 1971 

( 2) ^ irmft TTsm #' srsrrfiiRT fiF ^ arfFf ^ ^rji gW 1 

^ TfiT irftH) fqTTir, 1968 ^TY ?PT^^r III if — 

(i) ^FFTIT fFt % IK 1 5ftT 2 % FTJTF ST^EPE TtYl iTflfTi^ ^FJTTWT 
'srfsdTr^'T F*TT ITFUF #*1311” % L«IFr IT f?HKf#%eT *Et sf ^TUTlftK 
jtfYot, tpifr — 

' II^SKIEPE, FflfT^Tr'E SETFsik, F«rT m*FE Eriri^T ?rtT IJ^JI 

sT^irafn^ nfEmft i” 

(ii) IK #0 2 % ^ f?rRl#%fT *K 5Et f'ElTT ^rrtFlT, ’SWYj : — 

iK#o ^ f’Kfer #' FTfEppK 

73?# JfT ?TTf#rirr '=!TfER^fT?T TT# 
tY iF?r*f?r srifa^nfY ?T«rT ^ifni "et 

3 luT?# TTCJ’TflV — 

II ## 5rE«TEfY Ef^TTr TH# #Vs — yr ?if«rTrrT TTG^qf# 

srfErqqfurY, iT?nrfFh''P, ’THflr>R Yrrt ?Yt 

T f’E’Tl *m SY I TTf3T?:7F Fr*TT D7FT F*T5JI W.T 

W’m st^ottIsk! 'jtTwlY — 

FfTI-FT wYt fT?*! 6 % 3T-f?RFT ( 1 ) 

(i), (iii) #Yt (iv) #' 

[#of(#tqKq) 70 3IR #Y 6-6 3] 

#Yo qg-o 'TrJr^TTT, Err-qi t^t# q# q# v qq^q^ 

wFqq, TTiT-q qq^SIT I 

MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT 
(Department ol Internal Trade) 

New Delhi, the 7th June 1971 

, S.O. 2502. — The following amendments made to the Articles of Association by 
thK^Kanpur Oils and Oilseeds Exchange Limited, Kanpur, in exercise of the 
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powers conferred (;n it by sub-section (i) of Section 9A of the Forward Con- 
tracts (Rcgulntioii) Act, 1952, (74 of 1952) and approved by the Central Govern- 
ment are hereley published, as required by sub-section (2) of the said section, 
namely;-— 

Amendments 

In the .said Articles of AsKocialion: — 

1. In Article 9A — 

(a) For the existing clause (1) the following shall be substituted:— 

“(i) All members of the Exchange sha-ll be classified into three different 
panda as follows;- — 

(a) Crushers and Manufacturers Panel. 

(b) Growers and Ready Dealers Panel. 

(c) Commission Agents and others Panel. 

fb) The existing clause (iii) shall be deleted. 

(c) The existing clause (iv) shall be renumbered as clause (iii). 

(d) The existing tiub-clarase (a) and (f) of the existing clause (iv) now re- 
numbered as clause (iii) shall be deleted and the remaining sub-clause (b), (c), 
(d) and (e) shall be renumbered as sub-clauses (a), (b), (c) and (d).” 

2. In Article 50, for the existing (i) (A), the following shall be substituted: — 

"(A). Not more than 15 directors elected by the members or their Authorised 

Representatives in the manner provided for in these presents. (This is the 
maximum number for elected Directors but the Board may have less number 
than this if so desired). 

Of these Directors:— 

(i) Not more than 2 Directors repre.senting Crushers and Manufacturers Panel 
to be elected by the members or their Authorised Representatives classified in 
the Cruchers and Manufacturers Panel. 

(11) Not more than 2 Directors representing the Growers and Ready Dealers 
Panel to be elected by the members or their Autohrlsed Representatives classi- 
fied in the Growers and Ready Dealers Panel. 

(ill) Not more than 8 Directors representing the Commission Agents & others 
panel to be elected Iby the Members or their Authorised RGpre.sentatives classi- 
fied in the Commission Agents & Others Panel.” 

[No. 13(l)-I.T.-70.] 
P. SITARAMAN, Dy. Secy. 

('■ITtsTftiP B1T4TT ftr»TliT) 

Tf 7 1971 

2 502. — troi- CTTl 
t5%?1'ftrRRfT?T (f5|fPTRT) ?lfsrffpTTr, 19.52 ( 1 9525)11 74) 95fT ( l) 

iSITT SfiTrl m Th>T TXT f q, RTT|" Td’S#? R fTR Tpr, sfk RTTTT STTl IFJRtfeT 

RRlfPl, TTT RTTT ift TT RTO ( 2 ) 4ft RtaPJJRTi: RTlfRcT -Jilt ' 

f, WfcT : — 

1. 941 R : — 

(4r) fsraRPT ( 1 ) %' fRiRfRflsrfT RfdPTrfRR fw RRIRT : — 

( 1 ) % Rvft RTW cf)R WrR ^ 

f+i^ Rltrif ; — 

(t) fRUf 4XR RTRt rIt f^ RRtdl R l' XT 44^ I 
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(sr) ^5Tn; ^ w 'fjFT i 

(jt) ?flT 5?n:1r jft i 

(jj) (III) f^?r ^nrrm i 

(^) fwTfT^ g'j ( 4) (III) % FT # #WTfw ^ririTT ; 

(^) ( 4 ) ^fjra'EiF^'iT (gr) ^rV (^) ^>Ti^i3rT (III) % 

FT F tf; t fTTiT »rq fa-grr^r frq srrqT sff^ (bt) , 

(f), («t) 5rV (f-) grr^'Ejr? (g?), (^), (f) sfk (^i) 

TTFTtfFT fFFT ^iq^r 1 ” 

2 . TTT-^ 5 0 4, ( 1 ) (TT) ^ OTq, fw : — 

(T7 ) FF F fr% % TTFFift FT srfW?^ SjfofTflliff STTT 

1 5 % TTFfsTTf (tS fFgrfFF F f'Tq TlftT^ffTT FOT | 

^ grn F^TT ?T KFTt I TffST ^t) I 

IF fF^TFFf Ft: — 

(i) ftpr'l FTF FTFT fV rFf^TFlFTFl % FT FfTfTfFeF gr^F Ff% 2 t 
FFfsTF fF^5TF Ft fqrrf FTTF FFFT fYt fFrFF?FTFr ^ tFF t' FF^F 
FFTFT ft FFt FrfFKF Fp-TfFrFFf aTTT fFF?fFF fgrq ^TqF : 

(ii) FFTF FTFf F>T ^Fp- FIF % «FFFTfTFT % TFF FT FfTiFfF?F FT^ FT% 

2 t FfFfSTF' fFFFF: FI FFTF FTFT ^ ^FT'^ FFF ^ SFFfrfrFf % ^FF f 
FFff^F WFT FT FFt FlftirF FfFfFfHF'f FfTT f'FFffFF f%q FTlti^ I 

(iii) FTfVfF FTV gFn V TFF ft FFFfFTtRF FTF s t FIFfFFT 
fF%?rF tr FTfrsTF fV’’ % ^FF t Fffl^F FF^fI ft FF% FlfF- 
■JiF FftrFfFTf sm fFfIfFF f«pff FTFt : 

[to 13 ( 1 ) Flto tVo-70] 
'U TfTFfFFF, FFTIfF 1 

OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CENTRAL EXCISE 
(Central Excise Wing) 

Customs 

Cochin., the 8th June 1971 

S.O. 250S. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clauses (a) & (b) of Sec- 
tion a of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962) I, L. S. Marthandam, Collector of 
Customs and Central Excise, Cochin hereby:— 

(i) declares that the limits of the port of Neendakara in the State of Kerala 
shall be: 

on the North — A line drawn west from the northern boundary pillar to 19 
fathoms of water. 

on the south — A line drawn west from the southern bouiidary pillar to 19 
fathoms of water. 

on the west- — A lino joining the western ends of the Northern and southern 
boundary lines; and 

on the East^ — A line drawn from the northern boundary pillar along the 
boundary stones 1 to 10 of Ne''nde;'ara Port to loin northern abut- 
ment of the Neendakara bridge, thence eastwards along the line 
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ol 50 yards from high water mark of Ashtamudl lake including the 
wharf area of the Ice Plant of the Kerala Fisheries Corporation, 
thence along the Chavara canal upto Messrs F, X, Periera and Sons* 
Factory including the area upto 50 yards from high water mark 
on either side of the canal and the wharf area at the Indian Rare 
Earths Limited, and Messrs F. X. Periera and Sons’ Factory thence 
eastwards along the 50 yards from the high water mark from the 
entrance of the Chavara Canal at the Ashtamudl lake to the 50 
yards from high water mark to the boundary stones No, 11 to 18 at 
Kurusimoodu, Pulimootil (Pallikode). Prakulam west point (sam- 
pranikodi), Aravila jetty point, Kprlpuzha southern ferry landing, 
Panamukkam Kodi (Tahslldarkodi), Thevally bridge abutment 
(Thrikkadavoorside) and Srivails Tile Works compunt at Ashramom, 
respectively, thence along the 50 yards from high water mark south 
wards upto the port wharf at Ashramom thence along the outer edge 
of the encircling road of the wharf and port area to the western 
side and from there along the 50 yards from high water mark of 
Ashtamudi lake upto the southern abutment of the Neendakara bridge 
including all water and land area enclosed within the above limits 
and thence to the bopndary Stones No. 19 to 30 to join the southern 
boundary pillar subject to any rights of private property. 

_(il) appoints and declares the areas at the port of Neendakara the limits of 
which are given below as wharves lor the loading of Illminlte only for export; 

Limits of the wharf: — 

(i) the southern breakwater for a length of 600 metres from the base; and 

(ii) the northern shore of the Ashtamudi Exit to the sea for a distance 500 

metres from the North Western end of the Neendakara bridge, 

|;No. 1/71-Cus.Pol.] 
L. S, MARTHANDAM, 

Collecter of Customs and Central Excise, Cochin. 


MINISTRY or HEALTB AND FAMILY PLANNING 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 9th June 1971 

S.O. 3504. — Whereas in pursuance of clause (c) of sub-section (2) of section 
3 of the Ptevention of Food and Adulteration Act, 1954 (37 ol 1954), the Central 
■Government has nominated Shri D. S. Chadha, Assistant Secretary (Prevention 
of Food Adulteration), Directorate General of Health Services, New Delhi, as a 
member of the Central Committee for Food t>landards vice Dr. K. Bagechi; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powefs conferred by sub-section (1) of sec- 
tion 3 of the .said Act, the Central Government hereby makes the following further 
amendment in the notification of the Government of India in the late Ministry 
of Health No. S.R.O. 1236, dated the 1st June, 1956, namely: — 

In the said notification, for the entry against Item 4, the following entry shall 
be substituted, namely:— 

‘Shrl D. S. Chadha, Assistant Secretoiy (Prevention of Food Adulteration), 
Directorate General of Health Services, New Delhi’. 

[No, F. 14-30/71-P. H,]; 

K, SATYANARAYANA, Under Secy. 

of 19 71 

Tfo 2504. — 19 54 ( 1954 ^1 37)/^ 

srni faryi 2% (>t) ^ r'i.-oT'it ^0 




Jec. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JULY 3, J97I/ASADHA 12, 1893 3537 


(isrrer fTTRWl), ^ 

% ^:*irT tt: it ^r?i JEfEfrr fw | ; 

?fT: W(, srrafwtl ^ um 3 Tit ^T STHT ( l ) STTT STTEI TlfTTTT TT ITiftT 
TIT^ ^(T ^^T^5RT EfTTS HTTTT, WftTg;=T^T ffWI 

ti^o ?rTTo ?tt3 1236 fT^Tl 1 1 955 ^ 'qTT wtr ^tiTfr^TT TTTxft 

TRT : — 

?Tftrg^=TaT Jr IK — 4# % etet tt fTiatfVT Jiff's? TraT'TTfq'a' 

Sfit ^r^ift, TTITT : 

Mt^ fro TTffo. =5151, (jsTRf ?rtifJT^riJT raTTKi ) ettpk ^^'fspr 

■H^lfJl5='ll'4M, f^wff I 

[?Io i4-3o/71-^T ?TT] 
^o ^r^TTTTHrir, ?r 4 T i 


ministry of law 

(Legislative Department) 

New Delhi, the 10th June 1971 

S.O. 2505, — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 10 of the Dargah 
IKhawaja Saheb Act, 1956 (36 of 1955), the Central (Government, In consultation 
with the Government of Rajasthan, hereby constitutes, with immediate elTect, an 
Advisory Committee for a period of one year for the purpose of advising the 
Nazim in the discharge of his functions under the said Act and also for such 
other purposes as may be specified in the bye-laws of the Dargah Committee, 
consisting of the following persons, namely: — 

1. Shr'l Mohd. Abdul Hamid Khan, s/o Mohd, Sayeed Khan Saheb of inder- 

kot, Ajmer. 

2. Shri Sayeed Abdul Rauof, s/o Abdul Qnddua Saheb, of Imambara, Ajmer. 

3. Shri Sayeed Abdul Baql, s/o Abdul Khallk Saheb, Hafiz Manzll, Chowk 

Panngarah, Ajmer. 

4. Shri Peer Mohd. Ghoshi, s/ o Karimjl Saheb, of Delhi Darwaza, Ajmer. 

5. Shr'l Sayed Saulat Hussain Al) Khan, s/ o Sayed Inayat Hussain Ali 

Khan, Dewan Saheb, Dargha, Ajmer. 

6 . Seth Abdul Karim Allah Rakha Sahib. Qalser Ganj, Station Road, Ajmer, 

77. Sheikhzada Abdul Rashid Sahib s/o Shelkhzada Abdul Latif Sahib, 
Mohalla Anderkote, Ajmer. 

[No. ll(7)/69-Wakf.]i 
E, VENKATESWARAN. Dy. Secy. 

fwr«r Rfimtr 

10 1971 

Wfo WTo 2505. — RftrFdzrtT, 1955 (l 955 TT 36) # 
RTH 1 0 g'lTr EfTfT WrIfTTT % RTtR it %KhT RTTTT, 'r,r3iT«TR RTTTT % TORTt % 
RftrffTR % RtftR TtFseT ft RR-f f Jr TTIRW % RftRRTR ftr 

5FR snfflff % ffh ^"t TfRK Rfirfd ft RTfRftrff Jr fi, sRffHff 
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1. nV 55^ mo -^r™ ; 

2. ^iTf^ ?inwu, ; 

3. 'T'Ui^, 

4. nY 'ftT mifTTR g;'P‘ T^tq' qt qifiq qm sr^Jn: -. 

5. qY mqq qm? |qq q^Y gqq mqq ^qrqq f #q qqY ?3rt qVqiq,. 

qr^ TUTT^, miqT ; 

6. ^5 qsfq ^fYq q?qr^ Tqijr qrF^q, qq, Tiwq qr»f, miJiT; : 

7. qarqrqr qs^q TqY? qrff-T liYsrqrTr mfq jqqYii qrf|q, qY|oqr 

iJrTUffYq, STjrqT : 

[qo n (7)/d7-m] 
fo qjTJsqrq, qq-qfqqji 


MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 
(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

ORDERS 

Bombay, the 16th April 1971 

Subject,— Cancellation o/ Exchange Control Purpose copy of licence No. 2600334^ 
dated 1 5th December, 1869 for 1388(V- issued in favour of M/s. The 
New City of Bombay Mfg. Co. Ltd., Bombay-33. 

S.O. 2506.— M/s, The New City of Bombay Mfg. Co. Ltd., 03 Chinchpokli 
Road, Bombay-83 have been granted licence No. 2600334 dated 15th December, 
1069 for Rh. 13880/- (Thirteen thousand eight hundred and eighty only) for 
import of Dyes & Chemicals permissible varieties. They have appHed for dupli- 
cate copy of Exchange Control Purpose copy of the licence on the ground that 
the original licence has been misplaced. 

It Is further stated that the said original licence Is already utili,sed (or an 
amount of Rs. 2776/- leaving a balance of Rs. 11.104/-. In support of their 
claim, the applicant firm have tiled an affidavit. 

.1 am .salislied that the ori.ginal copy of Exchange Control Purpose of the 
Licence No. 2600334 dated 15th December.' 1969 for Rs. 13880/- has been misplaced 
a.,/ direct that the duplicate copy .ui the said licence should be issued to the 
Eipplicant firm. 

The ovi'vnal licence (Exchang-e Cor.f.-ol Purpo.se) copy is cancelled. 

[Issued from File No. 4./ 12 1.408/ JS.63/L 'EPSC.l.B.y, 
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amTTT 

Ifi-q-sf^, 1971 

fiTir cttt TFq^fV f^o gT^-33 % ^tfi f 

1 3880/- f^Ti ^IT FTTT^I F’siIT 'El 2600334, 

fT?nt^ 1 5-12-69 # FST Mt>TT fJTifi^'Jr srf^T "ET JET 1T1%9T I 


spTo iffTs 2 5 0 e-f^ !iTr ft fgft Tira f o f^o , 6 3 f=^5TfFFft fts, 

3 3 TTT ?fr%;?r f^:Fr % Lf T CTFT T^TIJETT % SfETTA 13880/- ^ 

?rr5 Ft FFTt 35'Tir W ) % fFO FTTFV f W 2 6 O O 3 3 J Sf^T fw IFF FI I 
FT?FF f": Fjr fqfqFq qfT % fFq Fiar’’ qr 4ii3^q fw | fqr 

Ij;^ FITTF isft IFF I/fTFIFFT ft IFF t I 

FFt q^ qFTflr iff ^ f^F iJF FT^FF qq FTflF 2, 7 7 6/- Tqf (ft ?Fn: FTF Tft- 

w^ft) cTTfqFfrqqrt fV q^ ft^ff ijfF n,io4/-i;q% ( iqir^ itse F t fr) 

FFFt I I Fqf % Ff4f F Flf^q: F FT WT TF FEfF fTFI | I 

it 2:iTF Fiq:R I fT f;^FF F^ 2600334, fqqtT 15-12-69, FEq 13,880Tqir' 

qtt ijF F^rr fqfqFF fqqFF afq ift qf | / FWFFq ft qf % ?frT fqfF fqr f fT ftf 
FT?^ FijfFfq Ffq FTF^F TT FF^' qtt Flft FlfFi I 

IJF FRFF (fit fqfqqq fqFFF fTf) fTFT FTFT | I 

[fFftR Fqqr 4/124408/t i^f® go/ff/^ fr ^FFto Fifo fto-?r ^qrfrlj 

fto f^SfFT, 

Fq-FGF ffFFT, FTqTF-fqqtq, 

TF Fqqq ijsq ffFFT, FTqrq-fqqtF i 

ScBuicr. — CaiK'plhiUon of Exchange Control Purpose copy of Licence No. 2606040-, 
dated 11th February, 1970 for Rs. 10,993/- issued in favour of M/s. 
The New City of Bombay Mfg. Co. Ltd., Bombay-3. 

S.O. 2507. — M^s. The New City of Bombay Mfg. Co, Ltd., 63 Chinchpokli 
Road, Bombay 33 have been granted licence No. 2606049 dated ' 1 th Februar 3 % 
1970 for'Rs. 10.993/- (Ten Thousaml Nine Hundred and Ninetythree Only for 
import ut Dyes & Chemicals permissible varieties. They have Applied for dupli- 
cate copy of Exchange Control purpose of the licence on the ground that the ori- 
ginal licence has been misplaced. 

It is further stated that the said original licence is already utilised for an 
amount of Rs. 3,318/- leaving a balance of Rs. 7,675/-. In support of their claim, 
the applicant firm have filed an affidavit. 

I am satisfied that the original copy of Exchange Control Purpose copy of 
the Licence No. 2606049 dated 11th February, 1970 for Rs. 10,993/- has been mis- 
placed and direct thal the duplicate copy of the said licence should he issued to 
the applicant firm. 

The original licence (Exchange Control copy) is cancelled. 

[Issued from File No. 122/ 143942/JS.69/L/EPSC,I.B.], 

D. D’SOUZA, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports , 
for Jt, Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 
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w nV mil WT’ # To f^o, 9 3, fTTfirwl frr, 

^TTf -33 T 3rrd fT'T ’R ffo 26060 49 fclTi: 1 J-;i-70 

^ ^ST fTcria''Jr sif^ tt^t tt ?ir^ i 

<PTo Tfro 2 50 7— ?lfT 4?JTTi!-^fUT T o f^rfiTr^, 9 3, 

^ TTt T^TT TTTiRf % !7mTT % 1 0,993/- ?ft 

cHTT^ irra') 2606049 f’TTtT 1 1-2-7 0, fTTT IRT «TT I 

^TTTffT#?rilf^lJSlWTfFrfTT^«T5rfcI_,%f^^?T5fTSfR qT ?TT^5fT felT | fT 
HT^ti If irr ’FIT I / ?iF«rr?H«r ffr »ftt | i 

SIF^ 11^ ^WTT JRT I fr ^cT iJfT ^#11 ITIR-TIFT TFrffRT ^ 'Tqftrff fw W «fT 
^3Fm 3, 38 8 /- ^'Rt' flT f^RT WT ^ I ^ FTR^ff TT JTR' 7 , 6 7t /- 

(imi fSTTT 'TR5 ?tTT) I I 5P1% fTT T *[ ?rTT^T # rrsp 

fw | i 

# f?r?r j fT 2606049, f^TTT 11-2-70 JJR 10,993/- 

Tqzf ijfy jjffT f qr fq ipr fiRTw a% srt nt | / | ?i’N: f^r^nr ^ ^ Tt 

-FTlTflT Tf SFjtHfq aftl ITT^T Tt Rift Tt Rift Rlf^ir I 

(ijaT fjRRui afrr) fw rtrt ^ i 

122/143 942/R-> tTR« 69/qRo/fo ffo q^To *fto- l-fto ^ ^flft] 


(Office of the Jt Chief ControUer of Imports and Exports) 

ORDERS 

CaliMkta, the 24iih May 1971 

tOrder cancelling CMtoms Clearance Purposes Copy of Import licence No. P/S/ 
8218561/C/XX/36/C/29-30/081/25. dated 7-1-71 in connection with, the issue 
of duplicate copy of the same in terms of G. L. I. No. 10/67 dated 23-3-67. 

S.O, 2506. — Messrs. Kallnga Bakery Biscuit Confectionery and Mineral Water 
Co,, Udltnagar, Rourkela, Orissa, were granted Import licence No. P/S/82185ai/ 
C/XX/a5/C/29-30/80/25. dated 7-1-71 for Rs. 20,485 for import of Electrol;^ic Tin- 
plate Waste for manufacture -of Tin Containers. They have applied flor 
duplicate copy of the Customs clearance Purposes Copy of the said licence on the 
ground that the original of the same has been lost/misplaced- It is further stated 
that original licence was not registered with any Customs House, and full value 
fo the licence i.e. Rs. 20,485/- remains imutUlse. 

In support of the contention, the applicant has filed one Affidavit to the effect 
that the original copy of the Customs Clearance Purposes Copy of the licence has 
been misplaced- I am .satisfied that the original Customs Clearance Purposes Copy 
of the licence No P/S/8218581/C/XX/35/C /21)-3O/08/25, dated 7-1-71 for Rs. 20,48,5 
has been misplaced and direct that duplicate copy of the same should be issued 
to the applicant. The original Customs Clearance Purposes Copy of the licence i.-; 
cancelled- 

[No. JCCI&E/I&S/II/08/2,5/70,, 
M, S. PUR7, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports- 
for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports, 
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(Office of the Jt, Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

(Centeai, Licencing Area) 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 3rd June 1971 

8.0. 2509. — ^Mls. Nannu Mai Shyam Sunder. Katra Ishwar Bhawan, Delhi-6 
were granted permit No. P/E/0196950, dated 30th January. 1971 valued Es. 85,029 
for import of dry Fruits from Afghanistan under the Indo-Atghan Trade Arrange- 
ment 1970-71. They have applied for the duplicate copy of Exchange Control copy 
of the said permit on the ground that the original ccpy has been lost/mi.splaced 
after having been registered with Ferozcpore Custom House and utilized fully. 

In support of their dei.daration, the party ha.s filed an Affidavit duly attested 
Iby Notary Public stating that Exchange Control copy of the said permit has been 
lost/ml slaced. 

I am satisfied that Exchange Control copy of permit No. P/E/0196950, dated 
'30th January, 1971 has been lost/misplaced and direct that duplicate copy of 
lExchange Control copy of the same may be issued to the applicant. 

'IThe original Exchange Control Purpose copy of the permit is hereby cancelled- 

[Nq. 21(a) iv/N-2/(8)/A.J,71/Indo-Afghan/CLA.] 

M. G. Gombih, 
Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports, 
jor Jt. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 9th June 1971 

S.O. 2610. — Mis. Phillips Carbon Black Ltd., ‘Duncan House’ 31, Netaji Subhas 
Road Calcutta were granted an import licence No. P/C/2049847/A/SH/28/H/ 
;27/CGV. dated 23rd July, 1968 for Rs. 59,500/' (Rupees Fifty thousand and five 
hundred only). They have applied for issue of a Duplicate Customs Purposes 
Copy of the said licence on the ground that the original Customs Purposes Copy 
has been lost. It has been further stated by the party that the original Customs 
Purposes Copy of the import licence was registered with the customs authorities 
at Calcutta and has been utilised to the extent of Rs. 23, 758.66- The duplicate 
‘Customs copy of the aforesaid impor licence is now required for cancelled of a 
bond executed by the parly with the Calcutta Customs at, the time of clearance of 
a conslgnmtnt valued at Rs. 6,647/- only. 

2, In support of the above contention, the applicant has submitted an affidavit. 
I am, accordingly satisfied that the original customs purposes copy of the .said 
import licence has been lost. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred under 
sub-clause 9(cc) of the ImjMrts (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7th December, 19.55 
.as amendment the said original customs purposes copy of import licence No. Pi/C/ 
2049847/A/SH/28/HI/27/CGV. dated 23rd July. 1968 issued to M/s. Phillips Corbon 
Black Ltd, ‘Duncan House’, 31 -Netaji Subhash Road, Calcutta is hereby cancelled. 

3 . It is also ordered that duplicate of the customs purpoes copy of the said 
-Import licence may be Issued separately to the lk«nsee. 

LNo. 30(10) /67-68/CGl.] 
H, D. Gupta, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Export.^, 
for Chief Controller of Imports & Exports, 

fit 9 ’Sf u , 19 71 

«R(o Wf3 2 510. — fNo, 3 1 , TflTT 

XT®-, 5 0,5 00h‘7^ (q'’TFTS''5fiT'Tt^ tfi TTT) % fHO; 
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Wo 'ft/^ft/2049847 TT/lTH/;T:^/27/ffi' # 5, 23 7-88 %qT STT I 

^ w ^ ^ftwT w.-^ wfw ^ ^ % fwtr 

I ff ?ftWT wf t I 'TT^f Sr-"T ?JTJT f^ilT I fV ?TTWTW WTl^HW 

^ ^x w'wr wfcT wVwr wrftr^^i’ x^xxxn ^ ^mioFT ^r ^wr ’Twr 
«rr ?iV: 23 . 758 ; 66 3.t% m ^x fwwr jtwt t 1 wr^tw ^ wHn 

ST:-^ wfw ^ ^ETfwPr ^ 6, 6 4-7 WTW. # % WWir 

wVwT ^crfww ^^fTfrr ^ WT«r qr^f snr fEwnf^w fer wit qf r ^ % fwr^ 1 1 

wwwqw xx qfR Jr w wi-fw fw 1 1 w^ewti, ^r ^ 

ft[T ^xx ?rrirrw apy ww g’Vf t i i<«rr w5ftfeT!irErrE(PT^T'g'ar) 

!5n^, 1955feTJ^ 7-12-i955 #^tmT 9 (wEft) % ^ErEtW W^tT ?lf!EfrR?r qri JTWR 

gq ^jq'Y jfT qfr ^WRt fey JTIT ^nWET WTilWW Wo 

'fr/wt/2 04984 7/E/E^/E^/28/E^/27 Wl^T 5 f^EET 2;--7-68 ^T WW WW ^fEW 

srfw t ' 

wfTwy wr^rf^wT^wrwT|%WT^wwHrfrTT waFwwn[ww ^wEws^^q: wfw qfr «fj- 

(wfr 31 ^t % ^rrfy # ^mr i 

[fiisT :i) ( 1 0)/6 7-68/ffYo ofto 1,] 

W':wr, 

- 'S' 

TT-^W fEW^W, ?rEEW-fWWtW 
■jiW fWETTiW, ?EWEr-fEW'rw I 

~ MINISTRY OF LABOUR, EMPLOYMENT AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 17th April 1971 
ORDERS 

S. O. 2511.— Whet‘::JS the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial dispute 
exists bet^veen the ernployers in relation to the management of Ballarpur Colliery belonging to' 
the Ballarpur Colliery Company, Post Office Ballarpur, District Chandrapur (Maharashtra) and 
their -workmen in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto amtexed; 

Andwh(r ::is the Cental Government considers it desirable to refer the said dispute for 
adjudication: 

Now, thi r- fore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section yA and clause (d) ofsub- 
section (1) of section 10 ol thc Industrial Disputs Act, T 947 (14 of 1947 ), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby constitutes in Industrial Tribunal with Shri W.K. Almelkar, as Presiding Officer 
with headquarters at Nagpur and refers ihe said dispute for adjudication to the said Industrial' 
Tribunal. 

Schedule 


Whether the management of Ballarpur Colliery belonging to Ballarpur Colliery Company, 
Post Office Ballarpur, District Chandrapur was justified 5 i"categorising the following workmen 
as indicated against them ? If not, to what relief arc the wcikmen emitlcd and frem what date ? 


Name of the Workmen Designation 

1. Ibrahim Son ol Jahir Khan Supervisor. 

2. Durgaprasad Rambharose. P. Khalasi. 

3. Avidhussain Mohd, Hussein. W. Driver. 

4. RampatiRambharos-' Dresser, 

e. Vidyasag Balgovind Wiremcn. 

6. Chandrapagan Vasdeo. Supervisor. 


[No. 1 / 55 / 70 -LRII.] 
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( 4V< 

Tliw 

Tf ] 7 ?rT''-T, iy 71 

EfTIo'tno 2511. — TT-.%-'stiTirr'TTT4^''fT14tfT^' 

Ttttt % Sr T^rf^irTr TT^TTr^^, tw 

■*tfr 4^1%TTr % TTTT?r % Ti-Ta frifrsr’H ?fR ^ 7 # T’4^:i'Tf ^ irr: 

fVrTr f^^TETH ^ ; 

!rfV3: 71^: ^RTTT ?3TTilfT4iET % f^Ttr f^ifrr TR^T 

'RTWift I ; 

m: ^rt^frffiT; f^rriT wftrfHiHT, 1 947 ( 1 947 Tr 1 4) ’pt shtt sftT 

■ TTRl 1 0 RTOTTT ( 1 ) % ^31^ (^l) ^ITT 51^ ^T 514>T 'PC^ ^TRPR 

^^sfrr^spN'nTTr^Ti ^r 5 T 4 i^#r| LTp[%fr 5 r^fR ! 4 r?i^:ifr %osm^H*PT 

< 4 rsrT?<'T ^'tSf, fsTTT^i iJ^TETT PTP^ ^>TT ?ftT TT?! "P'l RTcl 

'wRj^^q- TTl -«rrir OrifTT ^ frrq fT^fwci spceft $ i 

' '^TTT STrTRfRJT sp rfir .ITT Tr--^ffY, tT4T^T SERTIT^ w ' f ^TT^T ^p'lflW^ 

% sr^u ^RT fpT?rf?Tr%T sp4T7Ri r nm % Trm f^TTTrq ^-f ir ^-rtt 

fRrr STT ? TfT fTff,, m Y'4T:Tr, f^TT ’-TTTR % ?fk ftlff rTTflW ^ ? 


^irtr ytVtt tt ttr 


TS-TITT 


1 

2 ^TfTTT^ TTT 'flRr^ 

3 irt^fTTT |TflT 

4 TTTTfT rm 

5 fT^rWETT m^TTfRT 

6 RRTTTRT^r^ 


TTo 

TS?T t> ^r!pTT 
fRTT 
TT7n:TT 


[^1° i/5 5/7 0-'^3To 5rTTo-2] 
New Delhi, the 21st April 1971 

S.O, 2512.~Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of Kotma 
GoUiery of Associated Cement Company Limited, Post Office Kotma, 
District Shahdol (Madhya Pradesh) and their workmen, in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers It desirable to refer the said 
dispute lor adjudication; 
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Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section _(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1047) the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adludication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Kotma Colliery of Associated Cement Com- 
pany Limited, Post Office Kotma, District Shahdoi is justified in not 
placing the Timber Mazdoors In New Category-Itl as per recommen- 
dations of the Central Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry? If not. 
to what relief are the workmen entitled and from what date?” 

[No. 1/54/70-LRIIJ 

Tf ferfl, 21 1971 

TioWfo 2 512. — T.T: KHPR Td TTh | it 

fiTT ifr % if trifrfirT fer rWh: ftrfilKT, JTIW, f^THl (hot 51^) 

^ RFTO ^fWlTW 

fWfiTT I ; 

?r>7: jrt: Ttar jft f/mrPrjj-q-T % fncr fT? fw tgit drafm n wifV 


STtT: 5r4', ’ThfrrhT ^iraf^tHT, 1947{l947'5T 14)spt SJKT 1 0 ISHOTH 

( 1 ) % ta-TS- (ei) g:nT sr^irr *171 sruVi rt^pr ird^g-Ri 

apt 13-^fI ^rrErffThTT tITTT tTfST 4R^T ’fr2flf^5»r HfWTTT 

jirriri^'trfTT % fH'i ffi'lfifFT sppffr 1 1 

"=RT tT^flfUhr?:^ KWT T7PT?fV ^FlcThT, PHTTT ^>HIT 

ittt Tarm % 4fl fifmftwf % 

tI iiTnfr- 3 it T Tg-pi | ? tli^ Tft, ffl Tlif tTT fsfTT UTiJAlT % ^ftT f^FK 


[Rv l/ 54 / 70 -tIHo ?TRo-2] 
New Delhi, the 27th April 1071 

S.O. 2513. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers In relation to the management of New Kenda 
Colliery, post Office Toposl, Di.strlct Burdwan and their workmen in respect of the 
matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication: 

Now, therefore, iu exercise of the powers conferred by clause Id) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Di.spute.s Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication, to the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the manafiement of New Kenda Colliery, Post Office Toposl, 
District Biudwan was ju.sllfled in retrenching Sarvashri Sarbon StnKh, 
:Rau:itt Singh and Charan Das, Operators and Shrt Gurdip Singh, Dlesat 
Mechanic Fitter with effect from the 5th November, 1970. If not, to 
what relicl' are they entitled?" 

[No. L-1912/26/71LR.1I.] 
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^ 27 1 97 1 

;PT o WT 0 2 5 1 3. — JTT : %^'tT % f^' ^ 

f^iff % Sr ^ff^q'Lr, TFirTT ferr ^ 

'd'1^1 ^trvTTf ^ r^itK fwin^T ^ ; 

q-^; %qfrq' TTT^rT spt ^inqfqTifqH % ftrti; fqqfiiT^ qr^qr 

?TOTcft| ; 

5Ta';, W, 1947 ( 1947Vr I 4 ) sftErTLT lO^pY^SWTTT 

( 1 ) % (q ) qnj sr?^ trrferm stn stifm sr?^ §rr, qqqqq trq^suT f^^rsr 
qfr ^ srrafTJm qft uto 7-*ii % ?r!Lt^ ^rttt ?ft?fifgq; '^rfst'iNTir, qTaqr^iT 

irffFJtiFT % r^TiT fq^ftlrl VTrft | I 


“qqr -ij; qfrf^rim, ifT^Ep: 3>iWt, fim % sr^iraf^ jilt , . 

TTirsfr^ fSr^ =Tiqr?TrT sr^rr^rf ^fK fSr?, qrpR v ^ 5 qqiqT, 

1 9 7 0 % STfft ^UTT jqrqtpqq «Tr? irf? rrt f^Tq % ?s:?r f ? 

[qo (Tvro 1912/26/71-1^^0 5rTTo-2] 
New Delhi, the lird Mav 1971 

S,0. 2514 ^Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 

dispute exists between the employers In relation to the management of Bankola 
Colliery of Messrs Burrakur Coal Company Limited. Post Office, Ukhra, District 
Burdwan and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said, 
dispute for adjudication. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred bv clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 

Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under sec:tion 7A of the said Act, 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Bankola Colliery of Messrs Burrakur Coal 
Company Limited, Post Office Ukhra. District Burdwan was justified 
in effecting the change in shift working of Sarvashrl Hari Narayan 
Bose, T. P. Chatterjee and Narayan Chatterjee, Overmen, Bankola 
Colliery from 3 shifts to 2nd and 3rd shifts only In rotation from the 
.^fd .luly. 1970, 3rd July, 1970 and the 6lh Jul.y 1970 respectively? If 
not, to what relief the workmen, concerned are entitled?” 

INo. 6/80/70-LRlI.l 


Hi 1971 

«rTo Vfo 2515, — qq: ^fV Trq|{'v Mfifqrq 

f^q'f % qT> Jr #1# TPpfl ftTo giqren: fWT qt^Tfi ^?l ffTtf^nfr 

■ qqpqq^ R Tuqtg; ^71% EpqsJff % f^RrilR | ;. 

165; %^jfl7T RL^fR f^TSTK 57t ^qiqfqtqqq % fkrq T^ftpT tUTT TTfilfit 

mv(€\ I ; 
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^iTcT;, m, TViirr^ WrsffiTTT, 1 9 4 7 ( 1. 9 4 7 1 4 ) tV ^RT ] 0 ^ T^TRT 

( l) ^ (t) i\T' 5rmTi =-”r TTtT §Cr, TvTR T'rfT fWTT? 

T^f r 'TiTiM'-TT ^'r tJOJ 7-T % ^fTTR TfScT %?fiT r9:^f:rT TRirhEp wTjqTivf, T'TRTprr 
^'r n-ITJTi'TTEIfl % ET'i T-'TV | 1 

?iT¥rHt 

•ti C\ 

“^V T-TJ T7:r?p7; TT'TTr f^o, T STiraTT STT 

T^Tr ^RTfErifT TIT, ^To TTo Ttraff 5117: TEUTOT sflTT^, T'TTTI fprfETERT % 

'Tr7t-T7r4^r,^TTW;?fVTqTf<irr^%T^^fV?fh;d^^q7frir 35 ett^, 1970 , 3^4nf, 1970 
!it7 6^?rr^, 1 9 7 0 % ^rfr-TTfr ^ T7?rr qr'^ pIttt TTfar 

■ 'PT^FR 1%T 5r^TtT % f ? 

[To &! SOj 7 0~i^'4 0 5iT7, o— 2 ] 

S.O. 2515 .— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion hat an industrial 
disputes exists between the employers In relation to the Singareni Collieries Corr 
pany Limited, Post Office Kothagudem Collieries (Andhra Pradesh) and their work 
men in respect of the .matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers It desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in, exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A and clause (d) 
Of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), 
the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal with Shri 
T. Chandrasekhara Reddy, as Presiding Officer with headquarters at Afzal Lodge, 
Tilak Road, Ramkote, Hyderabad-!, and refers the said dispute for adjudication tc 
the said Industrial Tribunal. 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Godavari Khani No. 6 Incline of Messrs Singa- 
reni Collieries Company Limited is justified in placing Shri Gangarapu 
Odely, Tyndal in Category IV as per Wage Board recommendation, il 
not, to what relief is the workman entitled and from what date? 

INo, L/2112/6/71LR1I.] 

^fo Wfo 2 51 5. — qr: TRfrfT ^ rpT | ^ 

fdTiff % if f%dTTr dfpinj^ 

ST^) % TTPJefT ^ TRftS- fdTREFl 5^7: Td% dlfiTTTf % TlTT ird? f^WPfTTd, 

5(17: dd: %-jfriT TRFfy TdT fddTT dit^irTT fdiTTd % fvET fd^fwiT Ttyri TraTfpT 
R4¥cft I I 


^TT;, w, fddTd srfsrfdAT, 1947 ( 1 947 dir 1 4) tmr 7 -^ ?Tk 

liirTT 1 0 TTORT ( 1 ) (t) IRT flfddTf T1 TTld TRdlR 

5ft?ftpR: Sfrrsr^^ruT I faff# 'fRlTfiR (rftT^FRt Kft Z\o 

TTidW fdddlTtd 7131=11^, |T-.TdK- 1 'tfh 

fTTF-? Tii r 'T'WrfiT P SinJTR-'T f'ETplTd | I 

“'fTT TRR fRTTTf)- sprtpfr ^ ifPtTTfi Ufd To 6 

^ Jsfr Tf.TTJ ?r>S^ ^ fTTTfUlT % 5r^R 

4 ri T^TT TTPT'rf^ t ; qiK T^ eft Tuf ^R f'FT ffTpftT TT TRtiir ^ 

I l" 


[ Ro tTRo/2] 1 2/671-0^-0 51T70-2] 
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New Delhi, the 4th Maij 1971 

8.0. 3516. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an. industrial 
dispute exists between the emp'.o.vers in relalion to the manafiement of Samla 
Colliery, Post Office Pandaveshwar, District Burdwan and their workmen in respect 
01 the matters specilied in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the .said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of Ihe Iirdu.strial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal. Calcutta, constituted under Section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

■‘Whether the m'jnojjement of Samla Colliery. Post Office Pandaveshwar, 
District Burdwan. was justified in .stoppine from work Sarvashrl 
Balendra Roy, Pump Khalasi, Tarapada Acharaya, Shot-flrer, Madhob 
Pal, Shot-firer Mazdoor apd Sarvashri Bahadur Roy, Narayan Ghosh, 
Pado Bouri. Ram Bouri. Bibaran Bouri and Gora Chandra Monda, 
Bhota Dusodh, General Mazdoor with ell'ect from the 8th Octoljer, 1989.' 
If not, to what relief are they entitled?” 

INo. D/19r2/:ji-)/71-LHIT.l 


dt 4 1971 

"FTo Wfo 2 51 6. — m: 4 ft tPT | ii 

% 3rrt Jr rtrht ^'TfJrRft, ptwbt?, Jr Risif 

'cftr JTTJmff % ^ tTdT Iw? fdWR | ; 

iq^ RtT: SfRftR RT d' TT i7«r?T ft'RP? RFrfdWT T fdro; dl'Rr 

RRSpftft; 

SR; , STR, srfufRTR, 19-17 ( ) 9 4 7 >Er 1 4 ) Rft tTTTT 1 0 ‘J'TKrm 

( 1 ) % (w) jrTT trw srPr .wt wi strir jrr, ffRE? 

'Tit IJW srfufRRR aTTT 7-*P % RfSR RRTT srV'lfdT dRTTri 

RPTfRutiR % fsTci; ’fiRfr I I 


'‘?PTT mw PTT^T, f^RTT RTRTR % SDT REliS 

TTR, TPT WRirft, RTTPR STRTR, RTSflR TTR". JT'Tdv ^Rssfr 

ttr, dirm RtR, RKT RiRfr, ■nR RTT<t, fwT vi RT^fr 'rV Rm ^ tfrsT, rtst 

f Rr^, RTRIR RTt « strut , 1 9 P 9 R dTR R fpiRT TiTRtfRT RT? df? R^ Tt RTRTT 

%R sTTRtR % ^Rrn: f '? 

1 9 1 2/ 3 , 3/7 l-PRiJ RT’''.’’-2] 
New Delhi, the 5th Mav 1971 

S.O. 3517.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Singareni Collieries Com- 
pany limited. Post Office Kothagudem Collieries (Andhra Pradesh) and their work- 
men in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudicalioii; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the. powers conferred by section 7A and clause (d) 
of sub-.section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the 
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Central Goveniment hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal with Shrl T. Chandra- 
sekhara Eecldy, as Presiding Officer with headquarters at Afzai Lodge, Tilak Road, 
Ramkote, Hyderabad-1, and refers the said dispute for adjudication to the said 
Iridustrial Tribunal. 

Schedule 

"Whether the management of Singarenl Collieries Company Limited, Belam- 
PaUl Division, No. 2 Incllpe Is justified in terminating the services of 
Shrj Durgam Buchodu, Trammer for over-stayal of leave beyond the 
19th March, 1968 without making payment of gratuity? If not, to what 
relief is the workman entitled?’’ 

[No. 7/33/70-LR.II.] 
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[ro 7 / 33/70 4rrro-2] 

S.O. 2518, — Whereas the Central Government is of dpinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of East Basuria 
Colliery of Messrs The East Basuria Colliery Cornpany Private Limited. Post Office 
Khusunda, District Dhanbad and their workmen in respect of the matters specified 
in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore. In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(Ij of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 1 1.4 of 1917), the Centr,al Gov- 
ernment hereby refeis the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal (No, 2), Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act, 

Schedule 

'‘Wh.ether the action of the management of East Basuria Colliery of Messrs 
The East Basuria Colliery Company Private Limited, Post Office 
Khunda, District Dhanbad, In dismissing Shri Chandra Dasi, Loco 
Driver from service with effect from the 7th January, 1971 is justlfiad? 
If not, to what relief Is he entitled?’’ 

[No, L-2012/47/71-LR.II.] 
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[To Rro-2 01 2/4 7/71-riTo TTTo-2 ] 


S.O. 2519. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between ihe employers In relation to the manarjeincnt of Bankola 
Colliery of Messrs Burrukur Coal Company Limited, Post Office Ukhra, Di.strlct 
Burdwan and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore. In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Centra] Gov- 
erriment hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Bankola Colliery of Messrs Burrakur Coal 
Company Limited, Post Office Ukhra. District Burdwan was justified In 
stopping from work from the 4th October, 1969 and dismissing from the 
24th November, 1909 Sarvashri Jetha Majhi, Brij Mohan Chowhan. 
Narthu Chowhan, Noor Mohammad, Kandan Majhi, Ramkar Gope, 
Sarafjit Jolswara and Dhanal Singh, Dressors of Bankola Colliery? If 
not. to what relief the workmen concerned are entitled?” 

[No. L/1912/28/71-LRII.] 
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"wr TT?T TFT TPFft f^To sTTFTT TVItfITV, ^^TTT, ^iWM 

% g:TTT ttFtt Ttf^Tfr % ^sr rniFft, 
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[lio rmo-i 9 12/28/71-'^';' ?rn:o-2] 
New Delhi, the 1th May 1971 

S.O. 2520. — Whereas the Central Government is ol opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the manasement of Kumarkhala 
Colliery, Post Office Bahula, DLstriet Burdwan and their workmen in respect of the 
matters speciiied in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute fOf adjudication; 

Now, therefore. In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby refers the .said dispute for adjudication to the Cei»tral Government 
indusetrial Tribunal, Calcutta constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

SctlEDUl-E 

"Whether the management of Kumarkhala Colliery, Post Office Bahula, 
District Burdwan was Ju.stifled in not providing proper category and in 
terniinatinc the employment of Sarvashri Hari Bouri, Blacksmith 
Mistry. Anil Bouri Hammerman, Mangal Gope, Belloman, Prahiad 
Bouri, Tub repairer and Alhad Bouri, Tub repairer helper yfith effect 
from the eighteenth November, 1970? if not to what relief are the 
workmen entitled and from what date?” 

[No. L-1912/4/71-LRII.] 
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New Delhi, the 11th May 1971 

S.O. 1521,— Whcrc;is the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial dilute exists 
between the employers in relation to the management of Jaipuria Kajora Colliery, Post Office 
Andalj District Bnrdwan and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desireable to refer the said dispute 
for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) 
of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (i4 of t947)j the Central Government hereby 
refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta 
constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Jaipuria Kajora Colliery Post Office Andal, District Burdwa^^ 
was justified in not declaring the following workmen as permanent ? If not, to what relief are thel 
entitled and from what date ?” 


Names of workmen Designation 

T. Shri Ranjit Talukadar ........ Timber Mazdoor 

2. Shri Kartick Bancrjee ........ Lamp Issuer. 

3. ShriManuGope Line Mazdoor. 

4. Shri Karuna Dey Bailing Mazdoor. 

fi. Khudiram Bouri ......... Trammer. 

ti . Sarga Bouri. Trammer. 


[No. L-igiz/ay/yi-LR. llj 
R. KUN.IITHAPADAM, Under Sacy. 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 10th FebTuary 1971 

S.O. 2532. — Whereas the Central Government Is of the opinion that an Industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Singareni Collieries Com- 
pany Limited, Post Office Kothagudlum Collieries ^ndhra ITadesh) and their work- 
men in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A and clause (dj 
of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the hndustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal with Shri 
T, Chandrasekhara Reddy, as Presiding Officer with headquarters at Afza) Lodge. 
Tllak Road, Ramkote, Hyderahad-1, and refers the said dispute for adjudication to 
the said Industrial Tribunal. 

SCHEnULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Kalyan Khanl Workshop, Manda- 
mari Division, Singareni Collieries Company Limited, in not wanting 
Category VI (New) and Category V (New) to Sarvashri Mohammad 
Gouse and Mohammad Roza, Armature Winders, respectively, as per 
the recommendations of the Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry, is 
justified? If not, to what relief are the workmen entitled and from 
what date?” 

[No. 7/28/70-LRII.] 
U, MAHABALA RAO. Dy. Secy. 

(■RR iftTTWffR fRRTiT) 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

ORDER 

Netv Delhi, the 16th April 1971 

S.O. 2523 Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industiinl 

dispute exists between the employers in relation to tlie State Bank of Bikaner and 
Jaipur and their workmen in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers il desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sectior 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 194V). Ihe Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial 
Tribunal. No. 2, Dhanbad constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

SciIEUULK 

"Whether the action of the management of State Bank of Bikaner and Jaipur 
in terminating the services of Shri Suresh Mishra, C'erk with eilect 
from the 8th July, 1970 was iustiiied? It not, to what relief is he 
entitled? 

[No, 23/136/70/LRni.] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 
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[%o 23 / 136 / 70 - 0:510 mTo 3 ] 
tTRv d'TRR, I 


(Department of Rehabilitation) 

(Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner) 

New Delhi, the 7th June 1971 

S-O, 3524. — In exercise of the powers) conferred by sub-section (i) of Section 3 
of the Displaced Persons Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 (44 of 1954), 
the Central Government hereby appoints in supersession of Notification No. 3(16)/ 
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L&R/BQ dated 2-3-71, the Under Secretary (Revenue) of the Government ot Hima 
chal Pradesh, as Settlement Commissioner for the purpose of performing, in addi 
tion to his own duties as Under Secretary (Revenue) Government of HImncht 
Pradesh, the functions assigned to a Settlement Commissioner, by or under the sail 
Act in respect of acquired evacuee urban and rural properties and urban and rura 
agricultural lands forming part of the Compensation Pool, transferred to the Stat 
Government in ‘package Deal’ or under Administrative and financial arrangement; 

[No. 3(16) /L&R/69. 

D. KRISHNA AYYAR, Jt. Secy 

ftniTfr) 

71^ 7 19 71 
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[#o 3(16) iT^r iToy ?TrT/ 69 ] 

tr 0 fiSojT 

ITWT % a’TT 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

[Office of the Chief liabour Commissioner (Central)) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 8th June, 1971 , 

S.O. 3525. — Whereas an application has been made under section 

19(b) of the Payment of Bonus Act 1965 by Messrs. Lower Kenda Colliery 
(employer) in relation to their estabhshments mentioned in the Schedule below 
lOr extension of the period for the payment of bonus to their employees for the 
accounting year ending on 30th June, 1970, 

And whereas being satisfied that there are .sufficient reasons to extend the time 
I have, in exercise of the powers' conferred on me by the proviso to clause (b) of 
Section 19 of the said Act read with the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Labour and Employment No. WB. 20(42) /66 dated the 28th 
August, 1965, passed order on 8th June, 1970 extending the period for payment 
of the said bonus by the said employer by four months (i.e. up to 30th June, 1970) 
from the last date for payment of bonus under clause (b) of Section 19 of the 
Act. 

Now this is published for informsrtion of the employer and all the employees 
of the said establishment. 

The Schedule 

Name and address of Establishment 

the employer (s) 

M/s, Lower Kenda Colliery. 

Khas Kenda Colliery Pvt. Ltd., 

P.O. Kajoragram, 

Dist. Burdwan. 

[No. BA-5(8)/71-LSL] 
O, VENKATACHALAM, 
Chief Labour Commissioner (Central). 
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[:fj ^t'3Ti;o ■(3)/71 IJ^ro l^^ol] 
■tfTo 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 21st June 1971 : 

S.O. 3526. — In pur.suanee of section 17 of tbe Inrlustflal Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947D the Central Government hereby publishes the following award, 
of Shri B. S. Sachdev, Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central'jj Asansol, 
Arbitrator, in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to tha 
management of New Damagoria Colliery, Post Office Salnnpur, District Burdwan, 
and their workmen which was received by the Central Governmient on the 15thl 
June, 1971. 

BEFORE SHRI B. S. SACHDEV, ASSISTANT LABOUR COMMISSIONER (C) ' 

AND ARBITRATOR. 


Present; 1 

Shri B, S. Sachdev, Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Asansol. 
Parties; 

Employer in relation to New Damagoria Colliery of M/s.. New Damagoria 
Coal Company (P) Ltd., P.O. Salanpur, Dist. Burdwan. 

V.s-. 

Thoir workmen repro.sented bv Colliery Mazdoor Congress IHMS), Md, 
Hussain Street, Bengal Hotel. Asansol. 



3556 the gazette of INDIA: JULY 3, 1971/ASADHA 12. 1893 [Part U— 


Appearance, for employers . — Shri P. N, Chaturbedi, Chief Personnel Officer, M/s. 

New Damagoria Coal Co. (P) Ltd., P.O. Salanpur, 
Dist. Burdwan. 

Appearance fo'r workmen: Shri T. N. Chakravorty, Vice-President. Colliery 

Ma?door Congress (HMS), Md. Hussain Street, Bengal 
Hotel. Asansol. 


Industry; Coal 


District; Burdwan. 


AWARD 

The Central Government having received the arbitration agreement dated 
26th November, 1970 between the management of New Damagoria Colliery of 
yt/s. New Damagoria Coal Company (P) Limited, P.O. Salanpur, Diat. Burdwan 
(heileinafter referred to as the management) and their workmen represented 
^by Colliery Mazdoor Congress (HMS), Asansol, Dist. Burdwan (hereinafter 
referred to as the union) in pursance of Sub-Section (1) of Section lOA of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) referring the Industrial Dispute bet- 
ween them, the specific matters in dispute as given below for my arbitration, 
and Central Government being of the opinion that the industrial dispute referred 
to above exists between the management and the union, ordered publication of 
the aforesaid arbitration agreement in the Gazette of India Part II, Section 3, 
sub-section 2(i) under their order No 8/206/70-LR-II dated the 23rd February, 
1971; — 


“Specific matters in dispute’’ 

“Whether the management of New Damagoria Colliery of the New Dama- 
goria Coal Co. (P) Ltd., P.O. Salanpur, Dist. Burdwan was Justified 
in retrenching the following 19 workmen with effect from 23rd 
June, 19707 If not, to what relief are thjese workmen entitled? 


1. Sri Mukhram Shah. 

2. Sri Ramprasad Shah. 

3. Sri Moral Sha. 

4. Sri Anrudh Bhuniya. 

5. Sri Dinanath Gareri. 

6. Sri Siyaram Munia. 

7. Sri Ramashankar Ram. 

8. Sri Trijugi Narayan Goreri. 

9. Sri Umashankar Koiri. 

10. Sri Dukhit Ram. 

11. Sri Kayda Hossain. 

12. Sri Marhangi Nunia. 

13. Sri Md. Islam Mia. 

14. Sri Md. Idrish Mia. 

16. Sri Ch. Ram Prasad Shah. 

16. Sri Joynath Gareri. 

17. Sri Golap Harijan. 

18. Sri Prahlad Teli. 

19. Shrlmati Sam Bai.. 


2. Though in terms of arbitration agreement signed on 20th November, 1970 
it was agreed by the parti', os that the arbitrator shall make his award within a 
period of six months or within such further time as is extended by mutual agree- 
ment tetween them in writing, the parties filed a petition during the course of 
tee arbitration proceedings on 4te May. 1971 to extend the said period by one 
month, thus enabling me to give my award by 26th June, 1971. ^ 


^ union m brief as taken in the written statement filed by 

them IS that the 19 workmen Involved in this dispute were illegally stopped 
teo management on 23rd June, 1970 and they come to kimw about 

by thte management only in the course of joint dis- 
fasten held before the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C) . The union challeng- 
on the ground that these workmen were not surplus to the 
req r ment at the colliep^ and that the statutory procedure was not foUowed 

v„i4i ‘S' 
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provided with such jobi and conseciucntiy prayed for holding the action of the 
management as unjustified and for directing them to reinstate l,he workmen aa 
general mazdoors at the colliery with lull wrages for the period of their unem- 
ployment. 

4. The case of the management as stated in their written statement is that 
they were employing 212 workmen on the work of overburden removal and 
such workmen were known as Dalla Workers and Godi Workers, that the 
management decided to stop the overburden removal work as a lai'ge area of 
coal was exposed and the coal was of poor quality and was not easily saleable, 
that accordingly 11)3 such workmen voluntarily left the colliery after accepting 
full and final payment including ex-gratia amount equivalent to retrenchment 
compensation, that the remahiing ID workmen in dispute were issued notice 
of retrenchment on 23rd May, 1970 intimating them that their services would 
stand terminated from 23rd June, 1970 and that the said retrenchment was 
legal and proper. This management inter alia denied the allegations of the 
Union made in their written statement either because those were alleged to be 
not true or not relevant and consequently prayed for upholding the said retrench- 
ment without any relief to the workmen, 

5. Both the parties filed various documents in support of their respectivie case. 
The documents filed by the managemnt have been marked as Ext, M-1 to Ext. 
M-8 while those filed by the union arc marked as Ext. W-1 to Ext. W.7. The 
union produced only one witness namely Shri Ramshankar (UW.l) one of the 
retrenched workmen involved in this dispute while the management produced 
two v,/itnesses namely Shri B. B. Roy. Manager of the Colliery (M.W.l) and 
Shri N. J. Jani Cashier of the Colliery, (MW-2), 

8. A careful perusal and scrutiny of all the documents as well as oral 
evidence adduced by both the parties it is clear that the work of over 
burden removal at the colliery was stopped on and from 23rd June, 1&70' and it 
continues to remain so. Furiher all the workmen employed at the work of 
overburden removal other than the 19 workmen involved in this dispute, have 
already left their services from the colliery after receiving full and fina. pay- 
ment of their dues including ex~gratia payment, ft is further brought out by 
the management that the notices, for retrenchment (Ext. M-1) were issued to 
the 19 workmen on 23rd May 1970 under Certificate of Posting (Ext. M.2) 
giving them one months notice and retrenching their services on and from the 
23rd June, 1970. In the same notice these workmen were called upon to collect 
their dues and retrenchment compensation on 23rd June. 1970 during office hours 
from the cashier. Ext. M-3 is an intimation received by the A.L.C. (C), Asansol 
in form ‘“P” under the Industrial Disputes (Central) Rulo.s, 1956 addressed to 
the Secretary to the Government of India, Ministry of Labour, Employment & 
Rehabilitation, New Delhi with a copy to the R1»C(C), Asansol and him. This 
notice thoug(h dated 31st July, 1070 was received in the office Of the ALC(C) 
Asansol on 7fh August, 1970. The management have duly accepted the delay 
in the submission of this notice both in their written statement as well as in 
the oral evidence of Shri B. B, Roy (MW-1) on grounds of inadevertancy. Though 
notice dated 23rd May, 1970 (Ext. M-1) does not indicate the reasons of re- 
trenchment, the notice in form “P" (Ext. M-8) does incorporate the reasons 
whidh are re-produced below; — • 

“Stoppage of overburden removal work from 23rd June, 1970 and earth 
cutting w_prk due to non-saleabillty of coal in the market, difficult 
mining operations, continued uneconomic working of the colliegy 
and for reasons beyond the control of the management,” 

Sirnilar reasons have been adduced by the management in their written state- 
ment as well as the oral evidence of MW-1. It Is further brought out by the 
management during the course of evidence of their witnesses that the work of 
overburden removal was stopped as per negotiations between them and the re- 
presentatives of the workmen bpt the 19 workmen Involved in this dispute did 
not agree to act accordingly to that understanding which was agreed to by 
others. It was for this reason that these workmen had to be issued retrench- 
ment notice in question. The only union witness Shri Ramshankar .stated that 
he did not receive any notice date! 23rd May, 1970 (Ext. M-1) and came to 
know about the termination cf his service only after he received a Registered 
letter dated 1st August, 1970 (Ext. W-7) from the management. He however 
started that he was stopped from work from 23rd June, 107(0 ^ongwith other 
18 workers involved in this dispute. He admitted that no workers was em- 
ployed on the work of over-burden removal from 23rd June, 1970. According 
to hirn other workmen employed on this work left after resignation and after 
receiving full and final payment. A.s because he did not resign, he did not 
take any full and final payment from the management. 
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7. In view of tne above mentioned position of the case, the issues which 
aiise out for any consideration are whether ilie retrenchment of the IS workmen 
involved in the dispute was affected in accordance with the provisions of tne 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 and that this retrenchment was justified, 

8. Under secaon 29 of me I.D. Act, 1947 the mangeraent is reej^uired to 
fulfil the conditions laid down therein which are precedent to retrenchment of 
any worker empioyed in an industrial estahlishmenl. These conditions are 
reproduced below: — 

'‘25-r. Conditions Precedent to retrenchment of Workmen — No workmen employ- 
ed in any' ministry who has been in continuous aervice for not less than one year 
under an enrpioyer shall be retrenched by that cmploy'er until— 

(a; tue workman has been given one month's notice in writing indicating 
the reasons lor retrenchment and the period oi notice has expired, or 
the workman has been paid in lieu of such notice wages, ior the 
period of the notice; 

Provided that no such notice shall be necessary If the retrenchment is 
under an agreement which specifies a date for the termination of ser- 
vice; 

(bj tile workman has been paid, at the time of retrenchment, compensation 
which shall be equ^ivalent to fifteen days’ average pay for every com- 
pleted year of continuous service of any part thereof In excess of 
six months; and 

(c) notice in the prescribed manner is served on the appropriate Govern- 
ment or such authority as may be specified by the appropriate Gov- 
ernment by notification in the ofllcial Gazette.” 

As already brought out by the management in their evidence on record, a notice 
dated 23rd May, 1970 (Ext. M. '!), was duly served on the workman concerned 
under Certificate of Posting (Ext. M. 2). in the said notice one month’s notice 
was given to these workmen for terminating their service and the retrenchment 
compensation in accordance with the condition at (b) above was also duly offered. 
Though the union witness has denied receipt of any such notice, he duly admitted 
that he. along with other 18 workmen, was .stopped from work from 23rd ,7une, 
1970, He also slated that the work of over burden removal was clo.sed Irom 28rd 
■Tune, 1970. E,Kt. W. 7 filed by him during the course ot his evidence relates tc 
Shri Huringi Mia, another workman involved in this dispute, though he has stated 
in his evidence that he came to know of his 'i-crminatlon when he received Thi; 
ieltci'. This D rather strange. It may be a mistake on his part to tile a wronf 

letter. But in any case I cannot take any cognDarce of the letter which doe; 

not relate to this workman and remains unproved. Nothing fiu ther has been placed 
before me to substantiate the claim of tliis witacss that he did not know aboui 
hl.si termination from Stird June, 1.970 inspife of mar.-iu'en-ienfs notice dated 2, 'ire 
May, 1970 (Ext, M 1) and the certificate of po.sting (Ext.M.2). Theie I.j alsc 
inconsistency in the .stand of the union on this (luostion, wlfile th'us v,’itae.ss reh-.n 
the Istlcr (Ext. W, 7) for knowing about hl.s rctrenchrn'snt, the union in its wriiter 
statement dated that these workmen, carno to know of this fact cluving tbo cour.se 
of joint discussion before the ALC(C), Asansol, when the dispute about theii 
Mleged illegal stoppage was referred for hi.s intervention. For ail these r-.'.a.'cvi.s 
I cannot but accept the evidence placed by [he manasenient before me regardint 
is.sue of notice of termination. The condition at (i) also .statins that the notice 
should also indicate the reasons for retrenchment. It is obssiwed that the notiC' 

ed in his case (Ext. M. I) does not mention any' reaisons. In this comiectioi 

M.W; 1 Shrl B, B. Roy ha.s .stated that the work of over burden removal wa. 
stopped as per negotiations between the mansgoment and representatives of thi 
workmen and as because these 19 workmen did not agree to act according t 
that understanding which was agreed to by the rest of the workmen, they had t. 
lie is.sued the notice of retrenchment. This piece of evidence remains unrebuttei 
by the union. Further the notice In form “P” (Ext, M. 3) cleaa-ly indicates th' 
reason of this retrenchment. In view of these, I am of the view that the omissioi 
of reasons in the notice of retrenchment (Ext, M. 1) does not in any way vitlat 
this retrenchment. In the clrcum.stances I hold that the condition at (a) abov 
was’ duly fulfilled by the management. Further it i.s -duly admitted by the union’ 
witness ' thet he did not accept the full and final payment when others accepte 
this payment bccau.so he did not resi.gn. The evidences of Shri .Tani (IVf.W. 2 
further ' proves that the payment of these final due.s wms duly offered to liic re 
trenclied workmen but they did not accep>t any money on 23rd June 1970. A 
thi.’* clearly shows that the retrenchment '■omnensation n'entioned ip the manage 
ment’a letter dated 23rd May, 1970 (Ext. M. n was duly olTered, to the,se retrenrl 
ed workmen also but thl.s was not accepted by them. Thus the condition at (h 
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referred to above has been duly fullllled by the rnanajjement. Regarding the con- 
dition at (c) above the management has duly admitted delay in their submission 
of the prescribed notice in form “P". This has been explained to be due to reasons 
ot inadvertance. The said notice, though signed on 23rd May, 1070 by the Manager 
ot the CoUiery was despatched on 31st July, 1070 aind received In the office of the 
ALC(C), Asansol on 7th August, 1970. This delay however does not in my view 
vitiate the retrenchment notice served on the workmen, as because the condition at 
(c) cannot for all practical purposes be considered ns precerlent to retrenchment 
like those at (a) and (b). In this view, I am supported by the judgment of th* 
Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 497 of 1963 dated iOth December, 1963 in the 
case between Bombay Union of Journalists vs. State of Bambay reported at 361- 
357-X-LLJ 1964. The Supreme Court while examining this issue directly in the 
above mentioned case held as under: — 

‘■Therefore having regard to the object which iS Intended to be achieved by 
clauses (a) and (b) ag distinguished from the object which clau.se 
(c) has in mind, it would not be unreasonable to hold that clause (cl 
unlike clau.se (aj and (b) is not a condition precedent’ . 

Thus it would be dear that the manaBemenl had duly observed ail the i-onditiori’ 
laid down under Section 26F of the I.D. Act, 1947 while retrenching workmen in- 
volved In tnis dispute. 

9. As will be clear from the evidence on record, the work of over burden 
removal was slopped from 23rd June, 1970. The nolice dated 3ist July, 1970 
(Ext, M. 3) duly gives reasons for effecting the retrenchment of the workmen in 
ciuestlon. These reason^ have been corroborated by tne evidence of the witnesses 
belonging to the management. Both the management and the union witnesses 
have stated that the work of over burden removal was stopped from 23rd June, 
1970 and continues to remain flopped and further that all the workmen other than 
these 19 workmen have already left after receiving tbeir full and final payment. 
It is no doubt an inherent right of the management to consider what work is 
to be undertaken at a particular time and what number of workmen has to be 
employed for the purpose. In view of these reasons It is certainly not possible to 
give atoy relief to these retrenched workmen. The management being the best 
judge to decide the organizational matters of their business including the question 
of surplusage of labour, I have no reasons to consider this retrenchment as un- 
justified, especially when it is not the case of the union that these workers were 
in any way victimised or that the retrenchment was malafide. They have also 
not led any evidence to prove that they were not the junior most workmen on the 
date of issuing of the notice of retrenchment, even though on that date the re- 
maining workmen employed on over-burden removal work were still in employ- 
ment. 

10. In their written statement the union has in fact prayed for re-lnstatement 
of these workmen as General Mazdoors- There is some evidence to prove that these 
workmen had at times been employed on alternative jobs like wagon loading etc. 
though there is nothing to suggest that their substantive appointment was as 
General Mazdoors. On the other hand it Is proved beyond doubt by the evidence 
on record of both the management and the union ihat these workmen were subs- 
tantially eniployed on the work of over burden removal, which remains discontinued 
at the coilkry. 1 am therefore unable 10 give them the relief sought for by the 
union. 

] 1 . For tile reasons detailed above, I. am of opinion that the management was 
justified in retrenching the workmen. Involved in this dispute from service with 
effect from 23rd June, 1970 and so they are not entitled to any reUef and that Is 
my award. 

Asansol, (Sd.) B, S, Sachdev, 

Dated the 10th June 1971 Assistant Labour Commissioner (C), Asansol 

and Arbitrator, 

[No, 8/206/70-LR.II] 

R. KUNJITHAPADAM, Under Secy. 
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